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PROFESSOR MAREK STA CHOWSKI’S 
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OVER THE YEARS 1984–2016
Many of those who will read these pages are fully aware of professor Marek Sta chow ski’s scholarly achievements up to the present. How ver-
satile and appreciated an author he has been is illustrated quite perfectly by the 
table of contents of the present tome. Indeed, Professor Sta chow ski is commonly 
regarded as a Turkologist whose varied academic career has been marked by 
a consistent approach to linguistic analysis: utilising historical-linguistic and 
philological methods while at the same time paying special attention to the his-
torical background, cultural context, chronology, and the geography of linguistic 
contacts. Certainly, Marek Sta chow ski has helped broaden our knowledge of 
the history of Turkic languages and improve the methodology bequeathed to 
us by earlier generations. Additionally, however, thanks to his broad interdisci-
plinary approach – combining the experience and knowledge of a Turkologist 
with, primarily, the expertise of Uralists, Slavicists, Arabists, Iranists, Mongolists, 
and specialists in Yeniseic, Carpathian and Balkan studies – Marek Sta chow ski 
has been able to address issues lying beyond his main field of expertise. In fact, 
during his career he has highlighted just how relevant Turkology is to these 
research areas and, just as importantly, how much Turkology has been enriched 
by them. Thus, it would perhaps not be amiss to say that the central theme of 
his work has been its wide-ranging, multifaceted outlook.
Undoubtedly, it was Marek Sta chow ski’s own father, Professor Stanisław 
Sta chow ski (born 1930), who guided him towards a career in interdisciplinary 
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linguistics.1 At the time of his son’s birth, on May 19, 1957, Stanisław Sta chow ski 
not only held a Magister Artium in Slavonic philology, but was also expanding 
his horizons by taking courses in Oriental studies. Marek Sta chow ski the lin-
guist must have therefore treated the ethos of interdisciplinarity not so much as 
a crucial and necessary appendage to his work, but rather as something quite 
natural and obvious.
Marek Sta chow ski embarked upon his career shortly after obtaining his degree 
in Turkology (1976–1981) at the Jagiellonian University in Kraków. On May 28, 19812 
he defended his MA thesis entitled Neologizmy w Günce [‘Dzienniki’] Nurullaha 
Ataça [= Neologisms in Nurullah Ataç’s Günce [‘Diary’]]3 and began working as 
a full-time academic, initially in the position of a research assistant (1981–1988).4 
By 1988, when he defended his doctoral thesis entitled Westeuropäische Lehnwörter 
im Osmanisch-Türkischen,5 he had already published 5 articles on Turkic etymology 
( 10, 11) and the history of the Turkish lexicon ( 14, 15, 17). In addition, he had 
written 4 reviews ( 12, 13, 16, 18) and given a talk in Gießen (Die os ma nisch-
türkische Kultur im Spiegel der westeuropäischen Lehnwörter) at the invitation of 
Professor Klaus Röhrborn (Institut für Orientalistik der Justus-Liebig-Universität 
Gießen) and the Deutsch-Türkische Gesellschaft.
The content of his first two etymological articles already gives the impression 
of an author with decades of experience as a scholar and researcher in Turkology. 
It is little wonder, then, that they were accepted for publication by the editor of 
1 For more on Stanisław Sta chow ski, see the two biographies written by Siemieniec-Gołaś 
(2005) and Mańczak-Wohlfeld (2010).
2 Unless indicated otherwise, dates and other details from Marek Sta chow ski’s (aca-
demic) life are taken from ArchUJ Hab., ArchUJ Prof. and ArchUJ Prof. zw. (i.e. from 
the personal files of Marek Sta chow ski stored in the Archive of the Jagiellonian 
University and available to the public), from the personal correspondence with his 
colleagues as well as from the memory and notes of the present writer.
3 It was prepared for publication several years later and appeared in German in 1986 
(cf. № 15 – references of this kind are intended to redirect the reader to Marek Sta-
chow ski’s bibliography published in this volume; see Németh 2017).
4 Pol. asystent. More precisely, he was a student assistant in 1980–1981, a research ap-
prentice assistant (asystent-stażysta) in 1981–1982, a research assistant in 1982–1985 
and a senior research assistant (starszy asystent) in 1985–1988. 
5 He was awarded the degree and title of doktor on January 21. This paved the way for 
his appointment as assistant professor (adiunkt in 1988–1995; adiunkt z habilitacją in 
1995–1999) at the Jagiellonian University.
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the Ural-Altaic Yearbook (Bloomington, USA), Gyula Décsy (1925–2008). However, 
it was his review of Benzing’s Kalmückische Grammatik zum Nachschlagen (№ 16) 
that proved, in the opinion of the present writer, to be the real harbinger of his aca-
demic potential, in that he had significantly broadened his research interests.
Let us imagine for a moment that we are the young Marek Sta chow ski and we 
would like to write a review of a book published, say, in 1985. There were a num-
ber of purely Turkological titles for him to choose from at the time, for instance, 
monographs by Adamović (1985), Doerfer (1985) and Majda (1985). There would 
thus have been no need for him at this stage of his career to make any excursions 
into other areas and review a book on the subject of Mongolian studies written 
by a person of such stature as Johannes Benzing (1913–2001) – nota bene a book 
published as the first volume in the Turcologica series. On paper (vide biblio graphy), 
Marek Sta chow ski was a Turkologist with an already proven track record of 
working with Turkic (including dialectal Turkish) material. However, given that 
the review in question is not a simple recapitulation of the content of Benzing’s 
book, but rather a skilfully written article containing many critical thoughts and 
suggestions on how the reviewed work could be improved, it is beyond any doubt 
that young Sta chow ski’s competence was far beyond the skills of a Turkologist 
that one might have expected based solely on his bibliography.
His PhD thesis did not appear as a separate monograph as had originally been 
planned. Instead, the results of his research on Western European elements in 
Ottoman Turkish (with special emphasis on the chronology of borrowings and the 
routes they took to reach their final destination, i.e. issues which had previously 
often been neglected and would continue to be so afterwards) were published in 
several articles ( 19, 21, 24, 41) in the years 1988–1993. However, even though 
this topic would reappear later in his bibliography ( 9, 66, 123, 131, 146) and 
the history of Ottoman Turkish remains even now an important field of interest 
for him,6 1988 must certainly be considered the first and, perhaps, most important 
turning point in his academic career.
Beginning in 1988, North Siberian Turkic Yakut and Dolgan became perma-
nent features of his research, and they would remain so for the next two dec-
ades. In that year, he gave a lecture on declension in Yakut (Deklinacja jakucka, 
cf. № 22) at the Adam Mickiewicz University in Poznań. The year 1989 saw his first 
6 In all his articles and monographs on the history of Ottoman Turkish published to 
date, he has primarily dealt with the questions of etymology, derivation, historical 
phonology, phraseology, and lexicography.
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publications on Yakut ( 20, 22), while in 1990 he began work on a dictionary 
of Dolgan (№ 1).
At the time of writing of this biography, the present volume is still believed 
to be a surprise for the dedicatee. For this reason, we can only speculate, rather 
than ask him directly, why Marek Sta chow ski chose Yakut and Dolgan to be his 
primary languages of interest. The presence of Professor Stanisław Kałużyński 
(1926–2007), one of the most important figures in Yakut studies, in Marek Sta-
chow ski’s academic milieu must have had a great impact on his work (see e.g. 
the importance of Kałużyński’s 1962 study).7 Indeed, in his first article on Yakut 
(№ 20: 121), it is Kałużyński and his own father, Stanisław Sta chow ski, to whom 
M. Sta chow ski expresses his heartfelt thanks for their thoughts and opinions, which 
helped improve the article. Moreover, Yakut and Dolgan, with their special status 
among the Turkic languages and, hence, importance for histori cal-comparative 
research and reconstruction of Proto-Turkic, must have appeared a tempting and 
promising area to both himself and his advisers.
What cannot be disputed, however, is that his chosen research area, combined 
with his enthusiasm for exploring new horizons, brought him further interna-
tional recognition. In 1990, he attended the Zweite Deutsche Turkologen-Kon-
ferenz (Westeuropäische Eigennamen als Appellativa im Osmanisch-Türkischen, 
cf.  24, 41). In the same year he became a member of the prestigious Societas 
Uralo-Altaica (Hamburg).8 In 1989, he attended the 32nd Permanent International 
Altaistic Conference (Über jakutische Glossen im Werk von W. Sieroszewski) in Oslo, 
and two years later he organised the 34th Conference in Berlin (July 21–26, 1991). 
In 1992, he organised another international Turkological conference in Berlin 
(July 7–10, 1992; he co-edited the conference proceedings, cf. Kellner-Heinkele, 
Sta chow ski 1995). Importantly, however, prior to the latter event, in 1991, he was 
7 In the preface to Iacutica (№ 63: 11–12), a volume dedicated to this eminent Mon-
golist and Turkologist (Kałużyński 1995), Marek Sta chow ski recalls an invitation he 
received to attend Tadeusz Lewicki’s (1906–1992) name day party, where he had the 
opportunity to discuss with Kałużyński certain matters connected with the chron-
ological layers of the Yakut lexicon. Even though he does not give any exact dates, 
this must have taken place in 1988 (probably in the autumn) since his son (Kamil, 
born 1981) is mentioned as a 7-year-old. In that preface written seven years after the 
event, Marek Sta chow ski admits that he was very deeply impressed by Kałużyński’s 
knowledge and warm personality.
8 In 1994, he was elected auditor (Rechnungsprüfer) of the Society for the period 1994–1997, 
see Bericht (1994: 303).
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invited to establish, in cooperation with Prof. Dr. Barbara Kellner-Heinkele, the 
Institut für Turkologie at the Freie Universität Berlin – an institute he worked and 
taught at up until 1996.9
Marek Sta chow ski’s stay in Berlin opened a prolific chapter in his academic 
career. Up to April 1996, he gave 9 lectures in Germany (1994, 1995), Hungary 
(1993), and Poland (1993, 1995) – primarily on Yakut and Dolgan morphology, on 
the people of Yakutia (cf. his expedition described below), and on several aspects 
of the history of linguistics. In those six years, he published three books ( 1–3), 
among them the dictionary of Dolgan mentioned above (№ 1) and his Geschichte 
des jakutischen Vokalismus, which he later submitted as his habilitation thesis 
(№ 2), as well as more than 60 articles (including reviews and review-articles), 
which have mostly appeared in internationally renowned journals. Many of his 
later publications were also the fruit of that intensive period in Berlin.10
This is true above all in the case of his Dolganische Wortbildung (№ 4; published 
in May 1997) and Dolganischer Wortschatz. Supplementband (№ 5; published in 
July 1998). In the autumn of 1994, Eugen Helimski (1950–2007; Евге ний Арноль-
до вич Хелим ский) invited Marek Sta chow ski to join him in an expedition to the 
Taymyr Peninsula. Helimski was an outstanding scholar who by that time (covering 
the period 1971–1993) had already published over 120 articles and 8 monographs, 
9 In the winter semester of the academic year 1996–1997 and already after his return 
to Kraków, Marek Sta chow ski continued to give lectures in Berlin (Übersicht über 
die modernen Türksprachen) as a visiting lecturer. During his years spent in Berlin, 
he remained affiliated to the Jagiellonian University.
10 The present author often uses the year of publication as the date of reference, for these 
are the dates when the articles and books discussed here entered academic circulation. 
Obviously, however, it is difficult to determine, based solely on a bibliography, when 
Marek Sta chow ski actually worked on his articles, for they typically lack prefaces. 
For instance, from the editorial note introducing the very first volume of Turkic Lan-
guages (= TL) we know that his first article published in the journal in 1998 (№ 106) 
was sent to the editors of TL much earlier, see: “Since our call for papers has elicited 
an unexpectedly positive response, it is already clear that the next issues will contain 
a comparable variety of contributions. […] Coming issues will also include contributions 
by […], Marek Sta chow ski, […].” ([Johanson] 1997: 1). Hence, Marek Sta chow ski most 
probably prepared this article, i.e. An example of Nganasan-Dolgan linguistic contact, 
while still in Berlin, all the more so as we know that the Dolgan linguistic material 
the article is based on was collected in the summer of 1995 during Marek Sta chow-
ski’s stay in Dudinka on the Taymyr Peninsula, see Sta chow ski (1998a: 126).
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and had extensive field work experience11 and with whom Marek Sta chow ski had 
already been in correspondence.12 Naturally, then, this was an offer that Marek 
Sta chow ski could not refuse. In 1993 he finished work on two books, namely 
Dolganischer Wortschatz (№ 1) and Geschichte des jakutischen Vokalismus (№ 2), 
which, on the one hand, meant that he was more than well prepared for the 
task of collecting linguistic material (from both a lexicographic and a linguistic 
point of view; the experience of a field linguist was to be gained on site…) and, 
on the other, he had the comfort of knowing that he had fulfilled (with some-
thing to spare) the requirements for applying for a habilitation degree in Poland. 
Thus it was during this four-week-long expedition in the summer (July–August) 
of 1995, that he managed to collect a vast amount of linguistic material which 
constituted the basis of Dolganische Wortbildung and Supplementband ( 4, 5). 
A good illustration of how extensive his research at the Taymyr Peninsula was 
is the size of the latter compared to his Dolganischer Wortschatz: 264 pages vs. 
the 282 page-long supplement.13 Nota bene, he was the first Turkologist ever to 
visit the inhabitants of this region.
The number of entries devoted to Yakut and Dolgan in Professor Marek Sta-
chow ski’s bibliography is impressive: the total of two dictionaries, four monographs, 
and nearly 50 articles published in years 1989–2013 would suffice for a lifetime. 
But it is not the quantity, but rather the quality of these publications that makes 
them remarkable. The two dictionaries, i.e. the Dolganischer Wortschatz and its 
11 In the years 1968–1999 Helimski organised more the 20 expeditions aimed at collect-
ing linguistic data on Komi, Enets, Nenets, Nganasan, Selkup and Ket (see Anikin 
2009: 9).
12 For more information on the life and work of Helimski, whom, it ought to be mentioned 
here, Marek Sta chow ski held in very high esteem, see e.g. Anikin (2009), Knüppel 
(2009), Sta chow ski (2009), and Widmer (2009).
13 He started work on Dolganischer Wortschatz in Kraków in the autumn of 1990 and 
finalized its text in the autumn of 1992; it was published in 1993 (see Sta chow ski 1993: 7). 
Thus, the Supplementband contains not only his own materials collected from the 
Far North of Russia, but also linguistic data from studies published after the autumn 
of 1992 (primarily Aksenova, Beĺtjukova, Koševerova 1992) as well as from printed 
materials available only in Dudinka (see Sta chow ski 1998b: 17–18). I would like to 
thank Anna Alekseevna Barbolina, Candidate of Pedagogic Sciences (Dudinka), one 
of Marek Sta chow ski’s Dolgan linguistic informants (see Sta chow ski 1998a: 126–127; 
1998b: 22), for sending the editors of the present volume her recollections regarding 
Marek Sta chow ski’s work among the Dolgans.
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Supplementband, were practically the first Dolgan dictionaries ever written14 and, 
moreover, they can by no means be considered simple Dolgan–German dictionaries. 
This is because every single lemma contains the exact location where a respective 
word is recorded and, importantly, a concise etymological sketch.15 Thus, what 
the reader actually receives is a tool equally ideal both for reading the latest news 
reported in Таймыр, i.e. the only newspaper to publish in Dolgan (besides Rus-
sian), and for collecting linguistic material for historical-comparative research in 
the field of Turkology or Siberian studies. In turn, his habilitation thesis, i.e. the 
Geschichte… (№ 2), was the first monograph devoted to the historical phonology 
of Yakut (in which the author investigated the vocalism of the native lexicon 
and its importance for the reconstruction of Proto-Turkic) and the second work 
of this type in Turkology in general. Finally, in his articles on Yakut and Dolgan, 
he touched upon a wide variety of issues, including etymology, the importance 
of Northern Siberian Turkic in Proto-Turkic reconstructions, the areal linguistic 
contacts between the languages of Northern and Southern Siberia, historical 
phonology, historical phonetics, historical morphology, word formation, lexicon, 
the history of Yakut and Dolgan, and the previously unexplored or unappreciated 
issue of Arabic, Persian and Russian loanwords in these two languages.
During his “Berlin period” Marek Sta chow ski did not confine himself sole-
ly to Ottoman Turkish, Yakut or Dolgan. In fact, during these years he pub-
lished approximately 30 articles not primarily related to these three languages. 
Their content shows that their author was a highly versatile Turkologist and 
a very active reviewer. To take several examples from this period only, he dealt 
with Turkic etymologies (in various Turkic languages, see  27, 49, 52, 53, 60, 
68, and 77), Arabic and Persian loanwords in South Siberian Turkic (№ 38) or 
Azeri (in Iran) and the Ottoman Turkic lexicon from a historical-linguistic per-
spective ( 35, 41, 66).
14 The dictionary of Aksenova, Beĺtjukova, and Koševerova (1992) mentioned above 
was intended for primary school pupils. Dolgan lexicon was, to a certain extent, also 
taken into consideration in the Yakut dialectological dictionary of Afanaśev, Voronkin, 
Alekseev (1986). 
15 A distinctive feature of many of his studies was the etymological dimension he 
added to his lexicological comments. For instance, similar etymological remarks are 
appended to the entries of his Studien zum Wortschatz der jakutischen Übersetzung 
des Neuen Testaments (№ 3; based on a source from 1898) – the first study ever to be 
written on a translation of the New Testament into any Turkic language.
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In January 1995, the degree of doktor habilitowany was conferred upon Marek 
Sta chow ski by the Jagiellonian University.16 In April 1996 he left Berlin and continued 
to work with even greater zeal at his Alma Mater’s Institute of Oriental Philology.
The very same month he returned to Poland, Marek Sta chow ski founded Studia 
Etymologica Cracoviensia (= SEC), which was the only exclusively etymological 
journal (yearbook) in the world. He remained its editor-in-chief until it ceased 
publication in October 2015.17 In 1998 he edited the fifth volume of Studia Turcologica 
Cracoviensia (= STC) entitled Languages and culture of Turkic peoples (Kraków 1998), 
a commemorative volume dedicated to Professor Tadeusz Kowalski (1889–1948), 
the founder of modern Oriental studies in Poland.
Perhaps the defining moment in Marek Sta chow ski’s academic career came in 
October 1997, when he set up the Siberian Studies Research Group (Zespół Studiów 
Syberyjskich; in November 2001 it was renamed Zespół Językoznawstwa Syberyj-
skiego, i.e. Siberian Linguistics Research Group) at his institute. Later, the Group 
formed the core of the Department of Central Asiatic and Siberian Languages 
(Katedra Języków Azji Środkowej i Syberii),18 which he headed from February 2004 
until October 2013.
His main goal in establishing a new research centre for Siberian studies was, 
in his own words, “to give the feeling of belonging together to those few young 
people who were interested in the linguistic history of Siberia” (Sta chow ski 1999: 7). 
Indeed, the journal and the research group became an excellent platform both 
for developing scholarly contacts between his own academic milieu and the rest 
16 His academic output received excellent reviews (in 1994) from Stanisław Kałużyński 
(Warsaw), Alfred F. Majewicz (Poznań) and Edward Tryjarski (Warsaw).
17 A total of 20 volumes of the journal were published containing 304 articles submitted 
by authors representing 29 countries in four continents. They were predominantly 
papers discussing the origin of, generally speaking, Indo-European lexemes (Armenian, 
Friulian, Hittite, Iranian, Latin, Latvian, Lithuanian, Old Prussian, Proto-Indo-European, 
Proto-Germanic, Phrygian, Slavonic, Tocharian, Welsh, etc.). Many articles were also 
devoted to the Turkic lexicon (Bashkir, Dolgan, Karaim, Proto-Turkic, Turkish, Yakut, 
Yugur, etc.). Last, but not least, studies from other fields were also very much welcome 
and frequently published. We can thus find articles focusing on Afro-Asiatic, Ainu, Finn-
ish, Hungarian, Japanese, Korean, Mongolic, Semitic, Proto-Uralic, Yeniseic, etc. Nine 
volumes of the journal were reviewed by seven authors, see Gökçe (2004), Ölmez (1997), 
Petit (2000, 2004), Polomé (1997), Pomorska (1998), and Zoltán (2011).
18 For some more information on the early years of the department and on SEC, see Po-
morska (2011) and Sta chow ski (1999).
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of the world, and for entering into new inter- and intradisciplinary academic 
relationships.19 He considered the latter extremely important not only for himself 
and his colleagues, but also, if not primarily, for the new generation of linguists 
under his tutelage.20
Marek Sta chow ski’s involvement in Siberian studies was, in a broader sense, 
a natural course to take, which was determined by several factors. First of all, his 
interest in Turkic comparative linguistics, etymology and linguistic reconstruc-
tion meant that South Siberian Turkic was for him the ideal material with which 
to work (cf.  28, 38, 60, 77, 96, 111, 112, 205). Moreover, the linguistic history 
of Dolgan and Yakut (cf. e.g.  39, 165, 210, 213) required broadening his range 
of interests to include the Tungusic and Mongolic languages. His fluency in 
Russian made cooperation with Russian-speaking linguists or linguistic inform-
ants easier or, in some cases, simply possible, which was invaluable in the light 
of the limited access to the languages of distant Russia. His close collaboration 
19 It should be pointed out here that in 1997–2013 Marek Sta chow ski invited to Kraków 
and took care of many scholars from all over the world, among them (in brackets 
we have indicated the country in which they were based at the time of their stay 
in Poland) Hakan Aydemir (Hungary, 2003), Sebastian Cwiklinski (Germany, 2007), 
Bahriye Çeri (Turkey, 1999), Faruk Gökçe (Turkey, 2013), Eugen Helimski (Germany, 
1997–1998), Koichi Inoue (Japan, 1998), László Károly (Hungary, 2003, 2005), Michael 
Knüppel (Germany, 2008), Roy Andrew Miller (USA, 1998), Galina Miškinienė (Lith-
uania, 2003), Vladimir Napoĺskich (Russia, 2000), Mehmet Ölmez (Turkey, Turkey/
Japan; 1997 (twice), 1999, 2008), János Pusztay (Hungary, 1999), Ralf-Peter Ritter 
(Germany, 2000, 2001–2011), Volker Rybatzki (Finland, 2010), Tapani Salminen (Fin-
land, 2005), Łukasz Smyrski (Poland, 2005), Eberhard Winkler (Germany, 2001) or 
Robert Woodhouse (Australia, 2008). Of course, he also invited guests prior to 1997, 
hosting in Kraków Jens Peter Laut (Germany), Claus Schönig (Germany), Wolfgang 
Veenker (Germany), and Sergej Kĺaštornyj (Russia). He also continued inviting schol-
ars after he joined the Institute of Linguistics in 2013 (see below), a good example 
being Andrii Danylenko’s (USA, 2016) visit to Kraków.
20 The doctoral defence of Marzanna Pomorska, his first PhD mentee (see Pomorska 2004), 
took place in May 2004. In October 2003, he founded a debating club called Klub pod 
Sufiksem (“The Suffix Club”) in which young linguists could meet regularly under his 
supervision (initially on a monthly basis) and discuss the topics they were working 
on at that time and exchange experiences. It should be pointed out that the club’s 
members represented a variety of disciplines, namely: Hungarian, Indo-European, 
Iranian, Japanese, Romance, Slavonic, Tungusic, and Turkic studies. Over 40 meetings 
were held, the last taking place in July 2014.
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with E. Helimski provided him with an excellent opportunity to contribute to 
the debate on Turkic–Samoyedic comparisons (cf. e.g. 67, 68, 128, 133, 159)21 and 
probably drew his attention to Turkic- Yeniseic contact, given Helimski’s interest 
in the latter (cf. his expedition to study the Ket language).22 The influence that 
Russian and its dialects had exerted on all the languages spoken in the area became 
another strand in M.S.’s scholarly life (cf.  6, 83, 129). Finally, his interest in the 
Yeniseic languages must have also been a response to the needs of Siberian studies, 
given that these languages were, at that time, underresearched (cf. e.g.  82, 92, 
122, 162, 169, 170). Moreover, it is noteworthy that the 1990s saw the publication 
of a series of major and very inspiring studies by Heinrich Werner (1990, 1994, 
1995, 1996, 1997a–c). As a result, in 1997–2013, i.e. until the closure of the Depart-
ment of Central Asiatic and Siberian Languages, Sta chow ski published nearly 50 
articles on Siberian languages (including Dolgan and Yakut), which represents 
approximately one third of all his work published in this period. However, if we 
add up all his articles and studies on Siberian languages, it gives us an impressive 
total of over 150 items.
Following his return from Berlin, Marek Sta chow ski focused his efforts on 
developing his own research centre. However, he also remained an active par-
ticipant at many scholarly events organized in other cities in Poland and abroad. 
As was mentioned above, between October 1996 and January 1997 he commuted 
between Kraków and Berlin, where he also gave lectures to his former students.23 
In October 1998, and thus in the very same month he was awarded the highest 
Polish academic title of Professor (at the unusually young age of 41), he was in-
vited by Dr. Uwe Bläsing to spend three months in Leiden as part of a research 
project entitled Lehnwörter des Dolganischen. He lectured (Introduction to Yakut) 
21 In an interview, Marek Sta chow ski admitted that his interest in Turkic–Uralic lin-
guistic connections goes back to the time when he was still a student. In those days, 
learners of Turkology had to enrol in Hungarian language courses (Wojnar 2009: 18). 
This must have been a good opportunity for him to make his first observations on 
this topic.
22 A good example of how both linguists profited from such cooperation was Helim-
ski’s observations (1994) regarding unexpected Nganasan archaisms preserved 
in Yakut.
23 In fact, two of his former students, Elif Dilmaç and M. Gürkan Önal, followed him 
from Berlin to Kraków. In April 1997 M. Sta chow ski dealt with all the administrative 
formalities of their move. They joined his research group in 1997 (see Sta chow ski 
1999: 7) and defended their MA theses in June 1998.
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at the Rijkuniversiteit Leiden, and also had an opportunity to take part in scholarly 
discussions with Siberiologists (among other people, he met Sergej Anatoĺevič 
Starostin (1953–2005) there). His research stay also resulted in his Konsonanten-
adaptation russischer Lehnwörter im Dolganischen (№ 6) which was published in 
April 1999. In the 1999/2000 winter semester he commuted from Kraków to Warsaw, 
where he gave lectures on the comparative grammar of Turkic languages.
In the winter of 2001 he was invited by Professor Setsu Fujishiro to Kyoto as 
a professional advisor on Dolgan, while one year later he was in Szeged to join 
the research team council working on a project entitled Old Turkic Loanwords 
in Hungarian.24 In 2004 and 2007 he visited the University of Szczecin where he 
delivered two series of lectures for students of Slavonic studies entitled Introduc-
tion to Turkology and Siberian studies and Slavonic and Indo-European Etymology. 
In 2010 he delivered a number of lectures on the methodology and problems of 
etymological research – at three universities in Turkey (İstanbul Üniversitesi, Yıldız 
Teknik Üniversitesi, and Boğaziçi Üniversitesi) and in Ukraine (Чернівецький на-
ціональ ний університет). Between April 1996 and the closure of the Department 
of Central Asiatic and Siberian Languages in October 2013, he also gave 23 talks 
in 9 countries25 either at the invitation of universities, academies of sciences and 
other institutions or at conferences, congresses and seminars.
Between September 1999 and August 2005, he acted as the vice-dean of the 
Faculty of Philology at the Jagiellonian University in Kraków (re-elected in 2002). 
In October 1999, he was appointed to the position of associate professor (profesor 
nadzwyczajny). Since April 2002, he has been a full professor (profesor zwyczajny) 
at the University.
In April 1999 and before being elected vice-dean Marek Sta chow ski agreed 
to take over the duties of the head of the Department of Hungarian Philology 
at the Jagiellonian University and continued to perform this function until Sep-
tember 2002. The decision had to be made in extraordinary circumstances, since 
after the unexpected passing of the former head, Prof. Józef Bubak (1934–1999), 
24 The end result of this project was a new historical-etymological dictionary of the old-
est Turkic loanwords in Hungarian (Berta, Róna-Tas 2011), approximately 1500 pages 
in length and published in two volumes.
25 A total of 16 research centres in Finland (Helsinki), Germany (Berlin, Hamburg, Göt-
tingen), Hungary (Debrecen, Szeged, Szombathely), Japan (Tokyo), Latvia (Rīga), the 
Netherlands (Leiden), Poland (Kraków, Poznań, Szczecin, Wrocław), Serbia (Beograd), 
and Turkey (İstanbul).
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the future of the department was in jeopardy. He was chosen for this position 
because of his academic experience in Uralic studies (cf.  62, 67, 68, 128) and 
his former contacts with the department, where he had given lectures on Uralic 
languages and general phonetics. It was thanks to him that in the winter semester 
of the 1997/1998 academic year Eugen Helimski agreed to visit Kraków and give 
lectures on the history of Hungarian and on Uralic comparative linguistics.26 In 
a relatively short period of time he managed to introduce a versatile linguistic 
curriculum in what had hitherto been a clearly literature-oriented department. 
The new lectures included topics on Uralic comparative linguistics (it was he who 
gave classes on this topic), historical Hungarian grammar, or even seminars on 
the history of Latin and Ancient Greek or general linguistics taught by Indo-Eu-
ropeanists.27 In addition, he increased the number of his articles on the Hungarian 
lexicon as well as the role of Hungarian in distributing lexemes of Oriental origin 
among Slavonic and Carpathian languages (cf., primarily,  62, 124, 138, 147, 149, 
150, 157, 166, 173, 182, 184, 218, 229, 241, 244, 245).
As a result, even though he never considered himself a Uralist, he gained 
proficiency in working with Uralic linguistic material (cf. e.g.  124, 128, 138, 152). 
At the same time, his engagement with the Finno-Ugrian languages not only fitted 
in well with the profile of his former research, but also considerably extended 
his interests.
Firstly, his work with Uralic material helped shed new light on the relation-
ship between the Uralic and Altaic languages (cf.  128, 140, 181, 256), and by 
26 Helimski primarily gave lectures on Siberian studies at the Institute of Oriental 
Philology.
27 He also organized additional lectures from visiting professors, namely János Pusztay 
(Szombathely) in 1999, Vladimir Napoĺskich (Izhevsk) and Ralf-Peter Ritter (Frankfurt 
am Main) in 2000, Eberhard Winkler (München) in 2001, and, a few years later, Tapani 
Salminen (Helsinki) in 2005. Moreover, in October 1999, he travelled to Hamburg 
to join the Internationales Uralistisches Symposium (cf.  124, 138), from where he 
brought back two suitcases of books for the department’s library, which he received 
as a gift from Prof. Cornelius Hasselbatt (Groningen) (see Wojnar 2009: 18). In the 
following year he travelled to the University of Szeged to organize further book do-
nations. Last, but not least, in 2001 he persuaded Prof. Ralf-Peter Ritter (1938–2011) to 
stay in Kraków and dealt with all the administrative formalities of his employment 
(Prof. Ritter worked in the department until his retirement in 2009). In other words, 
by the time he stepped down, he had turned the department into a fully functioning 
and self-sustaining system.
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drawing attention to some intriguing parallels he made important contributions to 
this topic. He never believed a genetic relationship existed between Proto-Uralic 
and Proto-Altaic (see e.g. Sta chow ski 2015: 79 and also his views on Proto-Altaic 
presented below). He treats Ural-Altaic as a Sprachbund that might have existed 
owing to a number of (still not clarified) structural and lexical similarities between 
these two language families which cannot be explained as simple borrowings. 
Thus, what he did was take advantage of his background in Siberian studies and 
his expertise in Proto-Turkic reconstruction (see below) in the decades-long de-
bate on Ural-Altaic parallels.
Secondly, his interest in the Hungarian lexicon (which has many Turkic, or 
more specifically Old and Middle Turkic as well as Ottoman Turkish connections 
and plays an important role in Bulgarian Turkic reconstructions) became a starting 
point for more complex research on the influx of Oriental lexical terms into the 
languages of Europe28 – primarily, but not exclusively, into Slavonic languages 
and Hungarian (see  147, 149, 150, 157, 164, 168, 177, 186, 192, 193, 201, 225, 226, 
237, 241, 249, 253, 262, 263). As was mentioned above, the specific role played by 
Hungarian in the last millennium in the linguistic environment of Central and 
South-Eastern Europe inspired Sta chow ski to take a closer look at its relationship 
with the languages of the Carpathians and, as a next step, to clarify a number 
of methodological matters regarding Carpathian linguistics and its distinctness 
from Balkan studies (see  150, 166, 171, 173, 179, 184, 212, 262). In addition, we 
ought to mention here Marek Sta chow ski’s articles on the origins of a number 
of Polish words and their meanings (in which the author did not limit himself 
only to those with Oriental roots; see  147, 149, 150, 157, 193, 201, 203, 216, 218, 
230, 234, 241, 263) as well as his papers with predominantly Germanist colouring 
(see  171, 200, 202, 203, 219, 225, 230, 240). These “small” steps led him to focus 
on the methodological foundations of Eurolinguistics (see  239, 250, 260), or, 
more precisely, to the question of “what Eurolinguistics is and what it should 
not be” (see Sta chow ski 2014).
28 In a way, he has returned to his original field of interest, i.e. the linguistic links 
between Ottoman Turkish and European languages, although now from a different 
perspective. Most importantly, he has investigated cases of Turkic loanwords used 
in Europe. However, among his etymologies we can also find, for instance, articles 
discussing lexemes of ultimately Altaic (in Proto-Slavonic), Arabic (via Ottoman 
Turkish), Chinese (Wanderwörter), Hebrew (via Yiddish), Latin (via many routes), 
Mongolic, and Persian (via Ottoman Turkish) origin.
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In the years 1996–2013, M. Sta chow ski also published, besides his Siberia-orient-
ed publications and the above-mentioned papers in which he combined Turkology 
with other fields of linguistic study, a large number of other “purely” Turkological 
works. Above all else, we ought to mention here his highly regarded studies on 
Proto-Turkic reconstructions (see, for instance,  2, 10, 11, 51, 65, 69, 103, 105, 114, 
119, 125, 126, 145, 167, 168, 174, 175, 180, 185, 183, 188, 190, 207), in which he focused 
on such issues as historical phonology, chronology and the relative chronology of 
sound changes. He devoted much less time and space to Proto-Altaic ( 105, 114, 
125, 126, 167), since, in fact, he was not (and still is not) a strong believer in the 
existence of an Altaic protolanguage – even though he never considered himself 
to be an anti-Altaist, either. In his view, without having first reconstructed Pro-
to-Turkic, Proto-Mongolic, and Proto-Tungusic and answering all the questions 
concerning the relationship between Proto-Bulgarian and Turkic it is impossible 
to determine whether the common features shared by Altaic languages stem 
from one protolanguage or are a result of mutual and intensive areal contacts 
(see e.g. Sta chow ski 2012; esp. pp. 258–260).29 Such a common-sense approach is 
especially needed now, following the passing of Roy Andrew Miller (1924–2014) 
and Talât Tekin (1927–2015), the last scholars from the group of those “Altaists” 
who were not contaminated with the not necessarily well-balanced approach of 
the Nostraticists.
Secondly, Marek Sta chow ski wrote a number of articles on (Ottoman) Turkish 
etymology, historical grammar and historical phonology (based on philological 
evidence) – primarily in the years 1999–2002 and 2011–2013 (cf.  123, 131, 134, 146, 
183, 185, 188, 196, 207, 208, 214, 217, 220, 231, 232). He also authored a Turkish gram-
mar ( 7; 2nd ed.: 2009). Besides this, he published a number of articles devoted to 
standard Turkic etymologies ( 144, 176, 183, 185, 186) – including running bibliog-
raphies which were particularly time-consuming to prepare ( 91, 104, 132). Finally, 
most of his reviews also concerned non-Siberia-oriented Turkology (see  84, 85, 
87, 88, 89, 90, 100, 102, 115, 116, 117, 121, 130, 141, 142, 199, 209, 211, 223, 224, 235) and 
this did not change until 2016 (see  246, 247, 248, 259).
One of his recent initiatives was the launch, in July 2013, of the Institute of 
Linguistics (Instytut Językoznawstwa) at the Jagiellonian University. The motiva-
tion behind this project was to establish a research incubator for prospective yet 
29 He put forward the same view at a conference in Kraków in June 2014 (organised 
by the Polish Academy of Sciences), in a talk entitled O ałtaistyce z uralistyką w tle 
(= Altaistics in the context of Uralistics).
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underrepresented studies as well as an effective platform for fostering cooperation 
between linguists representing different specializations and competences. The latter 
has consistently been a major theme in Marek Sta chow ski’s career, as is reflected 
not only in the content and quality of his publications, but also in his work as an 
academic. Besides the courses in Turkology (e.g. Yakut, Old Turkic, Turkic com-
parative grammar, the grammar of Turkish, etc.) and the aforementioned Uralist 
classes offered to students of Hungarian, since the 2005/2006 academic year, he 
has also delivered lectures on etymology (with some emphasis on methodological 
aspects) and Eurolinguistics for participants in English, Hungarian and Slavic 
programs of study. It is likewise important to note that his Etimoloji (№ 9), pub-
lished in Ankara in 2011, is, in fact, a manual of general etymology addressed to 
Turkish students and linguists.
Marek Sta chow ski’s concern for the future of linguistics has gone hand in 
hand with his passion for its past. The history of linguistics has always occupied 
a very privileged position in his career. Since 1994 he has published over 20 articles 
devoted to or related in some way to the history of Altaic, Oriental, Siberian, Uralic, 
and Yeniseic studies or with the rise and fall of linguistic theories (cf., above all, 
 59, 109, 143, 154, 155, 158, 160, 181, 195, 204, 221, 227, 228, 229, 238, 242, 258). 
This aspect of his research gained an institutional framework in October 2013, 
when he joined the newly established Department of the History of Languages 
and Linguistics as part of the Institute of Linguistics.
The academic profile of the Department and Institute established on his ini-
tiative reflects the variety of interests stimulated by his research on Turkic and 
Siberian languages. On no account does this mean that Marek Sta chow ski has 
abandoned Turkology. In the same year the new institute was formed, he (officially) 
took over the responsibility of editing the series Studia Turcologica Cracoviensia 
(est. 1995). In 2014–2016 he published 20 Turkological or Turkology- related articles 
and reviews ( 237, 241, 243, 244, 245, 246, 247, 248, 249, 251, 252, 253, 255, 256, 
257, 259, 260, 261, 262, 263). However, the new institute gave him the opportunity 
to conduct linguistic research on a diverse range of topics, primarily Eurolin-
guistics, genetic tree models, etymological lexicography and general linguistics 
(see  239, 242, 243, 250, 254, 260, 261).30
Bearing in mind his talents, interests and the direction his academic career 
has taken in recent years, we can justly expect further studies on Turkish and 
30 Most of his recent conference appearances have likewise been devoted to the latter 
subjects.
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Yakut etymology (etymological dictionaries would be most welcome), the history 
of linguistics, Eurolinguistics, etymology, and new publications on Carpathian 
and Balkan topics.
Last, but not least, we ought to mention Professor Marek Sta chow ski’s involve-
ment in other areas of scholarly life. Since 1996 he has taken part in the proceedings 
of the Polish Academy of Sciences: he is an active member of the Commission of 
Oriental Studies (Kraków; 1996–1999, 2003–2006, 2011–2014), the Committee 
on Oriental Studies (Warsaw; 1996–1999), the Linguistic Committee (Kraków; 
2002–2006), and the Committee on Philology (Wrocław; 2011–2014). In June 2015 
he was elected a corresponding member of the Polish Academy of Learning. 
He is also a member of the editorial or academic boards of a number of journals 
(the dates in brackets indicate the year when he joined the respective board): Studia 
Linguistica Universitatis Iagellonicae Cracoviensis (Kraków, 2006; Editorial Advi-
sory Board Chair from 2015 on), Styles of Communication (Wrocław, Galați, 2009), 
Ural- Altaic Studies (Moscow, 2009), Foreign Language Teaching (Sofia, 2012), Türk 
Dilleri Araştırmaları (İstanbul, 2012), Magyar Nyelv (Budapest, 2014) and Journal 
of Old Turkic Studies (İzmir, 2017) as well as the Languages of Asia series (Lon-
don, 2009). He was also a member of the editorial board of International Journal 
of Turcologia (Paris) and acts as an academic consultant for Sibirische Studien 
(Göttingen, 2006), Karaite Archives (Poznań, 2013), and Voprosy onomastiki (Yeka-
terin burg, 2015). It ought to be repeated here that he was also the editor-in-chief 
of SEC (Kraków, 1996) as well as the editor of STC (Kraków, 2013).
Marek Stachowski’s commitment to fostering good relationships with his 
colleagues is clearly evident in the way he engages in discussions with fellow 
academics, in the number of review articles and reviews he has written (altogether 
ca. 70), in the numerous invitations to give talks he has sent or received, as well 
as in the number of his contributions to Festschrifts: his name is present in 33 vol-
umes (1993–2016). 
Thanks to his authority, personality and extraordinary skills as an advisor 
and mentor, he managed to nurture a generation of linguists at a relatively early 
stage of his career and he continues to take newcomers under his wing even 
today. However, it cannot be stressed enough that his mentoring is not limited 
solely to meeting his students in seminars once a week. He has always devoted 
an enormous amount of time and effort to answering every question whenever 
needed and to helping develop the skills required from an academic. His office has 
hosted countless discussions and ad hoc lectures that have often lasted late into 
the night. He has been asked to comment on thousands of pages of first drafts 
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of papers or monographs and handed them back to their authors with remarks 
covering literally every single square inch of their margins and written overleaf: 
his remarks are for all intents and purposes reviews in their own right, replete 
with argumentation and exhaustive exemplification. And yet even when mak-
ing particularly stringent objections he always expresses them in such a way 
(flavoured with a pinch of intelligent humour) that the recipient of his criticism 
never has the impression of being lectured, but rather of being advised. This is, 
perhaps, where the true genius of his experience lies: in the ability to enthuse 
others, both great and small, by posing linguistic challenges, in imparting his 
knowledge to his pupils and convincing them that what they are doing is always 
of the utmost importance.
References
Adamović M. 1985. Konjugationsgeschichte der türkischen Sprache. Leiden.
Afanaśev P.S., Voronkin M.S., Alekseev M.P. 1986. Dialektologičeskij slovaŕ jakutskogo 
jazyka. Moskva.
Aksenova E.E., Beĺtjukova N.P., Koševerova T.M. 1992. Slovaŕ dolgansko-russkij i russko-dol-
ganskij. Posobie dĺa učaščichsja načaĺnoj školy. S. Peterburg.
Anikin A.E. 2009. Vmesto nekrologa: iz vospominanij o E.A. Chelimskom. – SEC 14: 9–26.
ArchUJ Hab. = Dziekanat Wydziału Filologicznego – teczka habilitacyjna M. Stachowskiego 
[= Files stored in the Archive of the Jagiellonian University].
ArchUJ Prof. = Dziekanat Wydziału Filologicznego – teczka profesorska M. Stachowskiego 
[= Files stored in the Archive of the Jagiellonian University].
ArchUJ Prof. zw. = Dziekanat Wydziału Filologicznego – teczka profesorska – profesura zwy-
czajna M. Stachowskiego [= Files stored in the Archive of the Jagiellonian University].
Benzing J. 1985. Kalmückische Grammatik zum Nachschlagen. [= Turcologica 1]. Wiesbaden.
Bericht = 1994. Bericht über die Ⅻ. Ordentliche Mitgliederversammlung der Societas 
Uralo-Altaica. – UAJb.[NF] 13: 302–305.
Berta Á., Róna-Tas A. (with the assistance of Károly L.). 2011. West Old Turkic. Turkic 
loanwords in Hungarian. [= Turcologica 84; vols. 1–2]. Wiesbaden.
Doerfer G. 1985. Zum Vokalismus nichterster Silben in altosmanischen Originaltexten. [= Aka-
demie der Wissenschaften und der Literatur, Mainz. Veröffentlichungen der Orientalischen 
Komission 37]. Stuttgart.
Gökçe F. 2004. [Review of SEC 8]. – Modern Türklük Araştırmaları Dergisi 1.1: 143–154.
Helimski E. 1994. Nganasanskie zaimstvovanija v dolganskom jazyke. K vychodu v svet 
dolganskogo slovaŕa M. Stachovskogo. – Tajmyrskij ètnolingvističeskij sbornik 1: 234–237.
[Johanson L.] 1997. Editorial note. – Turkic Languages 1.1: 1–2.
Kałużyński S. 1962. Mongolische Elemente in der jakutischen Sprache. Warszawa.
28   Michał Németh
Kałużyński S. 1995. Iacutica. Prace jakutoznawcze. [= Philologia Orientalis 2; Polish and 
German preface by Sta chow ski M.]. Warszawa.
Kellner-Heinkele B., Sta chow ski M. (eds.). 1995. Laut- und Wortgeschichte der Türksprachen. 
Beiträge des Internationalen Symposiums, Berlin, 7. bis 10. Juli 1992. [= Turcologica 26]. 
Wiesbaden.
Knüppel M. 2009. Erinnerungen an einen großen Sibiristen – zum Tode von E.A. Helim-
ski. – SEC 14: 27–30.
Majda T. 1985. Rozwój języka tureckiego w ⅩⅦ wieku (rękopis z 1611 r., ze zbiorów Biblioteki 
Uniwersyteckiej we Wrocławiu, sygn. M. 1529). Warszawa.
Mańczak-Wohlfeld E. 2010. Prezento de la scienca agado de prof. d-ro habil. Stanislao 
Sta chow ski. [translated by Majerczak M.]. – Mańczak-Wohlfeld E., Podolak B. (eds.). 
Studies in the Turkic world. A Festschrift for Professor St. Sta chow ski on the occasion of 
His 80th birthday. Kraków: xiii–xv.
Németh M. 2017. An indexed bibliography of the works of Marek Sta chow ski (covering 
the years 1984–2016). – Németh M., Podolak B., Urban M. (eds.). Essays in the History 
of Languages and Linguistics. Dedicated to Marek Sta chow ski on the occasion of his 
60th birthday. Kraków: 31–56.
Ölmez M. 1997. [Review of SEC 2]. – Türk Dilleri Araştırmaları 7: 280–281.
Petit D. 2000. [Review of SEC 1–2]. – Bulletin de la Société de Linguistique de Paris 95.2: 32–34.
Petit D. 2004. [Review of SEC 3–8]. – Bulletin de la Société de Linguistique de Paris 99.2: 18–27.
Polomé E.C. 1997. [Review of SEC 1]. – The Journal of Indo-European Studies 25.3–4: 533.
Pomorska M. 1998. [Review of SEC 2]. – Folia Orientalia 34: 229–230.
Pomorska M. 2001. Katedra, klub i „Studia”, czyli rzecz o Katedrze Języków Azji Środkowej 
i Syberii. – Sudyka L. (ed.). Orientalia Commemorativa. Kraków: 61–63.
Pomorska M. 2004. Middle Chulym noun formation. [= Studia Turcologica Cracoviensia 9]. 
Kraków.
SEC = Studia Etymologica Cracoviensia
Siemieniec-Gołaś E. 2005. Professor Stanisław Sta chow ski. – Pomorska M., Siemie niec-
Go łaś E. (eds.). Turks and Non-Turks. Studies on the history of linguistic and cultural 
contacts. [= Studia Turcologica Cracoviensia 10. Special Issue Presented to Professor 
Stanisław Sta chow ski on His Seventy Fifth Birthday]. Kraków: 15–17.
Sta chow ski M. 1993. Dolganischer Wortschatz. Kraków.
Sta chow ski M. 1998a. An example of Nganasan-Dolgan linguistic contact. – Turkic Lan-
guages 2.1: 126–129.
Sta chow ski M. 1998b. Dolganischer Wortschatz. Supplementband. Kraków.
Sta chow ski M. 1999. The centre of Siberian studies in Cracow. – Newsletter of the Interna-
tional Institute for Asian Studies [Leiden] 18: 7.
Sta chow ski M. 2009. Eugen Helimskis Materialien zur Erforschung der ältesten sla wisch-
unga ri schen Sprachkontakte. – SEC 14: 35–107.
Sta chow ski M. 2014. Eurolinguistics – what it is and what it should not be. – Studia Lin-
guistica Universitatis Iagellonicae Cracoviensis 131.4: 383–394.
Professor Marek Stachowski’s evolving academic profile …   29
Sta chow ski M. 2015. Turkic pronouns against a Uralic background. – Iran and the Cau-
casus 19 [FS U. Bläsing]: 79–86.
Werner H. 1990. Sravniteĺnaja fonetika enisejskich jazykov. Taganrog.
Werner H. 1994. Das Klassensystem in den Jenissej-Sprachen. [= Veröffentlichungen der 
Societas Uralo-Altaica 40]. Wiesbaden.
Werner H. 1995. Zur Typologie der Jenissej-Sprachen. [= Veröffentlichungen der Societas 
Uralo-Altaica 45]. Wiesbaden.
Werner H. 1996. Vergleichende Akzentologie der Jenissej-Sprachen. [= Veröffentlichungen 
der Societas Uralo-Altaica 46]. Wiesbaden.
Werner H. 1997a. Abriß der kottischen Grammatik. [= Tunguso-Sibirica 4]. Wiesbaden.
Werner H. 1997b. Das Jugische (Sym-Ketische). [= Veröffentlichungen der Societas Uralo-
Alta ica 50]. Wiesbaden.
Werner H. 1997c. Die ketische Sprache. [= Tunguso-Sibirica 3]. Wiesbaden.
Widmer A. 2009. Erinnerung an Eugen Helimski. – SEC 14: 31–34.
Witczak K.T. 1997. [Review of SEC 1]. – Filologija 29: 194–195.
Wojnar A. 2009. Nie tylko węgierski. Rozmowa z prof. Markiem Stachowskim, kiero-
wnikiem Katedry Filologii Węgierskiej w latach 1999–2002. – Alma Mater 117: 18–19.
Zoltán A. 2011. [Review of SEC 14]. – Magyar Nyelv 107: 104–107.
